Land Development Code Improvement Committee
Main Committee Meeting

January 21, 2014



LDC Improvement Committee
AGENDA

. INTRODUCTIONS/ANNOUNCEMENTS
=  TRANSPORTATION SUB-COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS (ITEMS #2, 18, 22, 39, 44, 45, 47-49)

. LANDSCAPING SUB-COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS (10.5, 10.4, 10.3, 10.2, 10.1)

=  NEXT SCHEDULED COMMITTEE MEETING
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 2014
3:00 - 5:00 PM
METRO DEVELOPMENT CENTER
444 SOUTHFIFTH STREET
FIRST FLOOR CONFERENCE ROOM
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LDC Timeline

=  Remaining LDC Main Committee Meetings

= January 21 - Transportation
Landscaping

= February 11 - Landscaping
= February 25 - If needed
Louisville
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Transportation Sub-committee Report

This sub-committee was charged with reviewing Chapter 5 (Form District
Regulations), 6 (Mobility Standards) and 9 (Parking and Loading) of the Land
Development Code (LDC)

Objective of making suggestions to improve various regulations and polices
related to transportation issues

Met 14 times between June 13, 2012 and July 24, 2013

48 recommendations listed in this report are the result of the efforts of this sub-
committee based upon discussion and research completed by the Committee.
Research was conducted by the group into identified peer cities of Louisville and
other cities with either a similar size or extensive guidelines regarding
transportation issues

ltems split into sections by chapter with each of the recommendations related to
the three chapters under the jurisdiction of the Transportation subcommittee

I Risville

.

January 21, 2014



Transportation Sub-committee Report

ITEM #22 - Update Chapter 6.2.6 - Private Roadway Construction

Standards

Private roadway language relocated from Item #21 to Iltem #22

Language below proposed by Public Works staff:

8. Private Roadways - All private roadways shall meet the right-of-way width and construction
standards of sections 6.2.6 and 6.2.7, unless the Planning Director, with concurrence of the
Director of Works, approves in writing a waiver of said standards, or unless eligible for the
standards contained in section 6.2.8. Developments containing private streets/access
easements located in the OR, OR-1, OR-2, OR-3, OTF, CN, CR, C-1, C-2, C-3, CM, EZ-1, M-1,
M-2—M-3,PD,—PRO—andPEC——zones shall make all dedications and complete all physical
improvements or provide a financial instrument adequate to ensure completion of the
improvements as required under these regulations, unless waived by Public Works, before
the Planning Commission or designee may approve the subdivision plat.

Louisville
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Transportation Sub-committee Report

ITEM #39 - Update 9.1.10 - Parking Area Improvements and Maintenance
= See Pat Dominik Handout

Léuisville
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Transportation Sub-committee Report

ITEM #44 - Look into expanding Bicycle Parking Requirements to include
additional uses and increases tied to vehicular parking reductions

ITEM #45 - Adopt the Metro Complete Streets Manual as an appendix to the LDC

ITEM #47 - Adopt Pedestrian Master Plan as part of Cornerstone 2020 Core
Graphics

ITEM #48 - Revise Sight Triangle Ordinance to meet AASHTO standards

ITEM #49 - Recommend Revisions to the ADA Parking Ordinance

I Risville
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Transportation Sub-committee Report

ITEM #18 - Insert new Chapter 6.2.2 titled Right of Way Dedication
Requirements

= Add Greater or lesser right-of-way widths may be needed, depending on
topography and other circumstances to part A

= Add buildable to A.6

= Change C to include Louisville Loop Trails, Shared Use paths or
Greenways, Complete Streets Manual or adopted Bicycle and Pedestrian
Plans

= Change ROW table reference

=  With regard to paragraph C, Deborah Bilitski, with consultation with Public Works staff
propose Section 6.2.2.C. be revised to read as follows:

= C. All new development meeting the threshold for Category 3 review on any property on
which a proposed bicycle facility, trail, shared use path, or greenway is identified in the
Comprehensive Plan shall dedicate right-of-way necessary to accommodate such facility.
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Transportation Sub-committee Report

ITEM #2 - Form District Threshold Table Updates - Mobility Standards

Each of the Form District threshold tables is recommended to be updated to
account for the change to mobility standards

Mobility standards threshold will be met and accounted for except in cases of
accessory structure construction, new or expansion, expansion to the building
footprint of an existing residential structure, construction of building footprint
less than 3,000 square feet in Traditional and Suburban Workplace as well as
Campus

Construction of building footprint less than 1,000 square feet in Neighborhood,
Suburban Marketplace Corridor and Regional Center

Threshold tables would lower the square footage requirement from construction
of building footprint less than 3,000 square feet to construction of building
footprint less than 1,000 square feet in Neighborhood, Suburban Marketplace
Corridor and Regional Center

Mobility standards would be required to be followed at a lower threshold and give
greater priority to mobility issues existing within Louisville Metro

Louisville
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Form Districts Sub-committee Report
ITEM #7 - Form District Threshold Tables

The sub-committee recommends the following changes to the format of Chapter 5 including the
threshold tables:

1. Moving the contents of Parts 4, 5, 6 & 7 into each form district section rather than each Part
having its own section within Chapter 5. No content changes associated with this change.

2. The following changes will be made to all applicable threshold tables. Traditional
Neighborhood Form District threshold table shown on next slide as example.

a) Allowing a non-residential building footprint up to 2,000 SF (previously 1,000 SF) to be a
Category 2A review.

b) 10-16 multi-family units can now be developed as a Category 2B plan. Previously 10 or
more multi-family units was required to be a Category 3 plan.

I0isville
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Form Districts Sub-committee Report
ITEM #7 - Form District Threshold Tables (cont.)

TNFD
Table 5.2.3

Thresholds

Non-Residential
and Mixed-Use
Site Design

Part 6
Transitand
Special Design
Requirement

Connection
Part 10

Part 4
Residential
Site Design
Part 5
Building
Design
Part7
Transition
Part 3
Street and
Road-side
Design
Part9
Traffic
Impacts
Part 11
Open Space
Part12

Category ZA

Accessory Structure: Mew or X
Expansion [Residential)

Accessory Structure: Mew or X
Expansion (Mon-Residential)

Construction of ess fewer than
10 multi-family dwelling units X X

Construction of non-residential
building footprint less than 4608 X
2,000 square feet

Expansion to the building
footprint of an  existing X
residential dwelling (principal
structure)

Construction of a single family
dwelling on existing lot.

Creation of & or fewer single-
family residential lots X

Category 2B

Construction of 10 or more off-
street parking spaces X X

Construction of 10-16 multi-
family residential _dwelling X X X X X X
units

Construction of naon-
residential/mixed use building
footprint between +065 2,000- X X X X X
5,000 square feet
Category 3

Creation of morethant
residentiallots X X X X

Construction of 48 17 or more
multi-family residential dwelling X X X X X X
units

Creation of more than & non-
residential lots X X X X X

Construction of non-
residential/mixed use building X
footprint  between 5001 - X X X X X

Louisville e

residential/imixed use building
footprintin excess of 30,000 sf.
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

= This sub-committee was charged with reviewing Chapter 10 of the Land
Development Code (LDC) (Tree Canopy, Landscape Design, Parkways, Open Space,
Implementation)

= Objective of making suggestions to improve various regulations and polices
related to landscaping issues

=  Met 27 times between June 7, 2012 and December 9, 2013

= 59 recommendations listed in this report are the result of the efforts of this sub-
committee based upon discussion and research completed by the Committee.

= Presentation of these items to the LDC Main Committee will follow the order
below.
= 1. Section 10.5 Open Space Standards (Iltem #59; Page 34)
= 2. Section 10.4 Implementation Standards (Iltems #45-58; Page 28)
= 3. Section 10.3 Parkway and Scenic Corridor Development Standards (Items #39-44; Page 23)
= 4, Section 10.2 Landscape Design (Items #19-38; Page 12)
= 5. Section 10.1 Tree Canopy (Iltems #1-18; Page 2)

I Risville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report
ITEM #59 - Relocation of Chapter 10 Part 5 Open Space Standards

» The sub-committee proposes moving the current text found in Section 10.5 Open Space
Standards to Section 5.11 Form District Open Space Standards. This change would also
require Section 10.6 Streetscape Master Plan to be renumbered as Section 10.5.

Chapter10 Part 1
Tree Canopy, Landscaping and Open Spaces

Chapter 10 Tree Canopy, Landscaping
and Open Space

Part 1 Tree Canopy 10.11
Part2 |Landscape Design 10.2-1
Part 3 | Parkway and Scenic Corridor 10.3-1

Development Standards
Part4 |Implementation Standards 10.4-1
Part5 |Open Space Standards 10.5-1
Part 6 Streetscape Master Plan 10.6-1
Appendic | Preferred Plant List 10A-1
104
,:,ggem:rm Frohibited Plant List 10B-1
Appendix Farkways, Gene Snyder Fresway, Olmsted Parkway 10C-1
10C and Scenic Corridor Maps
Appendix PDS Tree Preservation Pian Policy 100-1
100
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report
CHAPTER 10 PART 4 IMPLEMENTATION STANDARDS (ITEMS #45-58)

= |TEM #45 - Single Plant Species Percentage Reduction
= The following changeis proposed to Section 10.4.1:

= Reduce maximum percentage of any single species allowed from 50% to 25%. This
change makes current 25% maximum percentage allowed for a single species within
bio-retention, wetlands or GMP obsolete and should be removed.

= |TEM #46 - Plant Quality, Update Reference
= This change is simply updating terminology.
= Section 10.4.2 Plant Quality

= All plant materials shall be living plants (artificial plants are prohibited.)
Plant materials shall conform to the standards of the American-Asseciation-of
Nurserymen American Standard for Nursery Stock and shall have passed any
inspections required under state regulations. Bare root plants, with the
exception of vines and groundcovers and bio-retention plants shall be
prohibited.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 4 IMPLEMENTATION STANDARDS (ITEMS #45-58)

= |TEM #47 - Plant Sizes

» The following changes are proposed to Section 10.4.3 Plant Sizes:

1.

2.
3.

Trees required to be planted on small sites and single family residential sites are now
required to be planted at 1 3/4" caliper rather than 1”.

Grammatical correction.
Amended title of Table 10.4.1.

Note: Some sub-committee members wanted “Small Trees” to be planted at 1 1/2” caliper, while
other members of the group wanted the 6’ high requirement to remain. No consensus reached on this
issue.

= |TEM #48 - Tree Spacing

= The following changes are proposed to Section 10.4.4 Spacing:

1.
2.

Spacing requirements for medium and large trees has been adjusted.

Table 10.4.2 related to tree spacing adjacent to buildings has been eliminated and
replaced with a statement that says PDS staff will determine this on a case by case basis.

Small space planting reference has been eliminated.

Figure 10.4.1 (not shown here) will be relocated within this section adjacent to sight
triangle language.

Changes were made to section on plantings near utilities and fireplugs to be consistent

th utility agencies and fire department policies and regulations.
Ioqisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 4 IMPLEMENTATION STANDARDS (ITEMS #45-58)

LOUISVI]]@ lighting shall meet Chapter 4 lighting requirements.

‘>

ITEM #49 - Added Reference to ANSI A300

A reference to the general industry accepted document on tree care practices (ANSI A300) has
been added to Sections 10.4.5 Planting Details and 10.4.7 Transplanting.

ITEM #50 - Protection During Construction

The following changes are proposed to Section 10.4.8 Protection During Construction:
1. Numbered the following paragraphs.
2. Updated terminology.

3. In paragraph B added the last sentence related to keeping tree preservation measures in
place until occupancy.

ITEM #51 - Walls and Fences

= References to Planning Commission in the Section 10.4.9 Fences and Walls have been
changed to Planning and Design Services staff.

ITEM #52 - Landscape Lighting

Minor changes to landscape lighting section shown below.
= Section 10.4.10 Landscape Lighting

AW a
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 4 IMPLEMENTATION STANDARDS (ITEMS #45-58)
= |TEM #53 - Clearing

= The following changes are proposed to the Section 10.4.11 Land Clearing:
1. Retitled section.

2. Restructured the section below. Portions with strikethrough will be relocated to
Appendix 10D PDS Tree Preservation Policy

= Section 10.4.11 Land Selective Clearing

=—Seleetive-Clearing— Selective elearing removal of trees, shrubs and underbrush may be

necessary or desirable in certain instances. Trees along the edge of a preservation area
may be susceptible to offsite impact and non-construction impacts (such as when a
newly created woodland edge is formed lncreasmg exposure to higher w1nds and

where—eu%dee#aet—nq{—les—are—l-}kew—te—take—ptaee— Plannmg and DeSIgn Serv1ces staff
may approve the selective removal of trees, shrubs, and underbrush as necessary.

L Oulsvlll@aeea&e%eéevetepmem&eameee
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 4 IMPLEMENTATION STANDARDS (ITEMS #45-58)
= |TEM #54 - Maintenance

» Added a reference to tree protection plans in Section 10.4.13.D.2.

= |TEM #55 - Protection of Public Property

= The sub-committee feels that the last sentence of this section in not needed and should
be eliminated

= Section 10.4.14 Protection of Public Property

= No person shall plant or intentionally damage, transplant, or remove any tree within
any street right-of-way or on any municipal-owned property without approval by the
agency having jurisdiction for that right-of-way. Any person or property owner
acting without prior approval can be subject to the cost associated with any
remedial measures necessary to correct an improper action. {Ratienate—Ensure

a¥a atlala a
= O ) C y O -

= |TEM #56 - Remove Section on Tree Service Contractors

= The section below on Tree Service Contractors has never been drafted and exists in the
LDC as a title only. As far as anyone can tell there are no intentions to draft this section
at this time or in the future. Because of this fact the sub-committee proposes
eliminating the section from the LDC.

LouisvilleSeserio-t1etreesenvicecontactan thesered)
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 4 IMPLEMENTATION STANDARDS (ITEMS #45-58)
= |TEM #57 - Enforcement

» The following changes are proposed to Section 10.4.16 Enforcement:
1. Additional language added to paragraph A.
2. The editor’s note in this section is being removed.
3. Reference to tree inventory removed.

= |TEM #58 - Appendix 10D - PDS Tree Preservation Policy

= The PDS Tree Preservation Policy Section found in Appendix 10D of the LDC has been updated
to include terminology changes such as Tree Canopy Protection Area (TCPA) is now Tree
Canopy Credit Area (TCCA), etc. Also, a few portions of Chapter 10 were relocated to this

appendix.

I Risville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 3 PARKWAY AND SCENIC CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT

STANDARDS (ITEMS #39-44)

ITEM #39 - Applicability Section

Impervious surface area is replacing vehicle use area in the section below.
Section 10.3.2 Applicability

The requirements of this Part shall apply to all new development, the demolition and
reconstruction of an existing building, and the expansion of an existing building or
vehiele-use impervious surface area by more than fifty (50) percent that is adjacent to
the Gene Snyder Freeway or any corridor designated as a Parkway, Olmsted Parkway or
Scenic Corridor.

ITEM #40 - Parkway Development Standards

The following changes are proposed to Section 10.3.5 Parkway Development Standards:

1.
2.
B.

4.
5.

Add mixed-use to nonresidential row in Table 10.3.1.
Changes throughout to allow berming as a screening option, rather than a requirement.

Remove Olmsted Parkway from A.3 below. Metro Parks is not requesting additional
buffering in this situation. (See Item #43)

In A.6 below amend the percentage of trees required to be evergreen.
In A.7 remove distance to right-of-way and replace with within required setback.
The group discussed increasing the percentage of frontage that must be planted, as shown in Table 10.3. 1, but

no consensus was reached and no change is proposed at this time. Table 10.3.1 currently requires 1/3 (or 33%)
of the frontage to be planted, but the group discussed increasing that to 60-80%, but as mentioned no

LOUI SVI]]G agreement was reached.
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 3 PARKWAY AND SCENIC CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS (ITEMS #39-44)

= |TEM #41 - Scenic Corridor Development Standards
= The following changes are proposed to Section 10.3.6 Scenic Corridor Dev. Standards:
1. Add a reference to Floyd’s Fork DRO section in A.1 below.
2. Changes throughout to allow berming as a screening option, rather than a requirement.

3. Remove Olmsted Parkway from A.4 below. Metro Parks is not requesting additional
buffering in this situation. (See Item #43)

4. In A.7 below amend the percentage of trees required to be evergreen.
5. In A.8 remove distance to right-of-way and replace with within required setback.
6. In A.9 remove scenic corridor reference and replace with within required setback.

= |TEM #42 - Gene Snyder Freeway Development Standards

= The following change is proposed to the Section 10.3.7 Gene Snyder Freeway Dev. Standards:
1. Removed a reference to berm in A.8.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 3 PARKWAY AND SCENIC CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT
STANDARDS (ITEMS #39-44)

= |TEM #43 - Olmsted Parkways

= After reviewing the development standards desired by Metro Parks with regard to the
Olmsted Parkways it became apparent that the standards are not directly related to
landscaping and do not belong in Chapter 10. For that reason, the sub-committee
proposes to eliminate Section 10.3.8, which exists as a title only. It may be appropriate
to form a group of PDS staff, Metro Parks staff, and any other interested party to take a
more focused look at potential Olmsted Parkways development standards, their
appropriate location within the LDC, and any impacts they might have on the other
sections of the LDC and the community in general.

+—Section10-3-8 Olmsted Parleway Development Standards (RESERVED)

= |TEM #44 - Alternative Landscape Designs

= The following adjustments to the Alternative Landscape Design section are proposed.
= Section10.3.9 Alternative Landscape Designs
= |t is not the intent of this Part to discourage innovative, aesthetically pleasing landscape
buffer—area designs. Thus, the developer may, at hls/her option, €hoese—to submit a
landscape plan depicting-buffering-materials/plantings-that which conforms to the spirit

and lntent of th]S Part, whlle varylng from the its spec1f1c plantmg requ1rements The

glan presented must be deemed a substantlal lmprovement

L 1 over the minimum requirements of this Part_by the Planning Commission of the agency
OUISVI lﬁponmble for plan review.
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report
CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)

= |TEM #19 - Applicability of Landscaping Regulations Section
» The following changes are proposed to the Section 10.2.2 Applicability:

1. Additional language added to paragraph A clarifying what types of existing development
the section applies to.

2. Language of A.1-3 is being amended to be more consistent with tree canopy
applicability section (10.1).

3. Remove B.1 & 2 and C.1 & 2. These sections are no longer needed if proposed changes
to A.1-3 are accepted.

4. Removal of unnecessary sentence in last paragraph.

= |TEM #20 - Landscape Buffer Area Requirements Met on Adjoining
Property
= C(Clarifying language is being relocated from another Chapter 10 section to paragraph B

below regarding situations where landscaping requirements can be met on adjoining
properties. See ltem #26.

Louisville

‘>

January 21, 2014



Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)

ITEM #21 - Property Perimeter LBA’s Apply to Zoning Boundaries

Correction to section below to indicate that property perimeter landscape buffer areas apply
to differing zoning boundary lines rather than all property lines.

Section 10.2.4 Property Perimeter Landscape Buffer Areas
= A.General Requirements: Property Perimeter Landscape Buffer Areas shall be applied

along all preperty zoning boundaries ef sites-affected-by-this-oerdinance except for those

boundaries adjacent to streets. Property perimeter landscape buffer areas also apply
to zoning boundary lines within a site.

ITEM #22 - Landscape Buffer Intensity Class Chart

The following changes are proposed to Table 10.2.1 Intensity Class Chart:

1. The W-3 Waterfront Zoning District has been added to Intensity Class 5 in Table 10.2.1
shown below.

2. Cell towers has been added to Intensity Class 5 in Table 10.2.1.
3. A note regarding the C-3 zoning district has been added below Table 10.2.1
4. CUP reference being relocated.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)

= |TEM #23 - Add Town Center Form District to Traditional Form
Exception

= Since Town Center is a traditional form district it is being added to the buffer width
reduction afforded to the other traditional form districts under footnote number one
after Table 10.2.3.

= |TEM #24 - Sidewalks Encroaching into LBA’s

= The changes below are proposed to Section 10.2.4.B which allows sidewalks to encroach into
landscape buffer areas, and there is a clarification added to the retaining wall note below.

= |TEM #25 - Utility Easement/ LBA Overlap Section

= Changes to Section 10.2.4.B that allows utility easements and landscape buffer areas to
overlap are proposed. The changes shown in the report will allow more than a 50% overlap in
certain situations.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)
= |TEM #26 - Relocation/Elimination of Section

= Bold/underlined section below is being relocated to Section 10.2.4.B under Item #20.
Remaining portion below is being eliminated from LDC.

= Section 10.2.4.B Explanatory Text and Exceptions

requirements of this chapter have been fully complied with on an adjoining property,
the property owner is not required to duplicate them along the common boundary.

= |TEM #27 - Elimination of Section

= The section below is being eliminated from the LDC.
= Section 10.2.4.B Explanatory Text and Exceptions

nt o NA aVa 2. Ar Arp a
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)

= |TEM #28 - Miscellaneous Changes to Exceptions Section
» The following changes are proposed to the remainder of Section 10.2.4.B:
1. Renumbering of sections due to previous deletions.
2. Corrected reference to Chapter 10 in item vi.
3. Remove unnecessary sentence in item vii.
4. Cell toweritem relocated to Intensity Class Table under Item #22.

= |TEM #29 - Miscellaneous Changes to Exceptions Section
= The following changes are proposed to the remainder of Section 10.2.4.B:
1. Renumbering of sections due to previous deletions.
2. Additional clarification added to number three below.

3. Amended number of units in number four and relocated ADI sentence to new number
nine under this item.

4. New number seven created.

5. Number eight relocated from Item #22.
6. New number 10 added allowing variable width landscape buffers.
Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)

ITEM #30 - Property Perimeter Planting, Minor Adjustments
The following changes are proposed to Section 10.2.5 Property Perimeter Planting:
1. Rephrasing in paragraph B.
2. Removed unnecessary portion of paragraph C.

ITEM #31 - Reorganizing of Section

The following changes proposed to Section 10.2.6 Other Uses and Structures Requiring
Screening involve reorganizing of this section. Also, the second sentence in Paragraph C was
relocated from Section 10.2.10 (Iltem #34).

ITEM #32 - Street Trees

The following changes are proposed to Section 10.2.8 Street Trees:

1. Paragraph A is amended to remove an unnecessary part of the first sentence and to add
a reference to street tree requirements in the Downtown Form District.

2. Language added in Paragraph A to allow Large and Medium trees along parkways and
scenic corridors along Floyd’s Fork.

3. A new paragraph D is added to recognize Section 10.6 Streetscape Master Plans.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)
= |TEM #33 - Riparian Trees

» |n Section 10.2.9 Riparian Trees one reference is being changed from staff landscape
architect to Planning Commission staff.

= |TEM #34 - Vehicle Use Area LBA’s

= The following changes are proposed to Section 10.2.10 VUA LBA’s:
1. Relocate last sentence in first paragraph to new paragraph A.
2. Label paragraphs after the Table (A & B).
3. Loading Docks reference after Table moved to Section 10.2.6 (Item #31).
4. Move Town Center from the suburban column to the traditional column in Table 10.2.6.

= |TEM #35 - Vehicle Use Area Perimeter Planting
= The following changes are proposed to Section 10.2.11 VUA Perimeter Planting:
1. Add reference to medium and small type trees in beginning paragraph.
2. Replace “roadway” in Table 10.2.7 with “public right-of-way or named private way”.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)

ITEM #36 - Vehicular Use Area Interior Landscape Areas (VUA ILA’s)

The following changes are proposed to the Section 10.2.12 VUA ILA’s:

1.
2.
3.

Correct a number error in the VUA table.
Increase minimum ILA size from 133 SF to 290 SF.
Eliminate 120 foot spacing rule. Replace with 20 spaces.

ITEM #37 - VUA ILA Planting Requirements (GMP additions)

Two paragraphs below related to the green management practices proposal have been added
to Section 10.2.13 VUA ILA Planting Requirements.

For sites utilizing bio-retention areas as ILA's, the required ILA trees may be

relocated adjacent to an impervious surface on the site. However, the number of

relocated ILA trees shall not exceed 25% (1 A/B type tree per every 4,000 sf) from

what is required in this part. Plantings shall be per the MSD Green Management

Practice Manual.

A _10% reduction in required parking is allowable if the VUA exceeds 6,000 Sq. Ft.
and 25% of the required ILA is depressed bio-detention areas and is utilized for
stormwater management. Depressed bio-retention areas can be used to meet the

MSD Design Standards stormwater pretreatment requirements.

Louisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 2 LANDSCAPING DESIGN (ITEMS #19-39)
= |TEM #38 - Screening Options in Suburban Workplace Form District

= A change is proposed below to allow compliance with Section 10.2.16.2 to occur using a
fence, hedge or wall in addition to a berm.

[ nisville
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Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

= |TEM #1 - Tree Canopy Applicability, Change Building Area to Building
Footprint

=  Most of the group wanted to see building area changed to footprint so as not to penalize
people from building taller buildings. Proposed changes are shown in the report.

= |TEM #2 - Tree Canopy Applicability, Less Than 20% Increase

= The sub-committee debated making changes to the section below related to the applicability
of the tree canopy regulations on sites that propose building or impervious surface area
increases less than 20%, but ultimately did not reach a consensus. Two options are listed
below to be considered by the LDC Main Committee.

= (OPTION 1) Section10.1.2 Applicability and Basis of Calculation

B. Expansion or reconstruction of an existing nonresidential building or development shall be subject to the
requirements of this Part as follows:

= 3. Any development site on which there is an mcrease in bu1ldmg area or 1mperv10us surface area by
twenty (20) percent or less shall R < H g R
provide tree canopy equivalent to the lncreased impervious surface area.

» 4. An increase of impervious surface area of 200 square feet or less is exempt from this
requirement.
(OPTION 2) Section10.1.2 Applicability and Basis of Calculation

B. Expansion or reconstruction of an existing nonresidential building or development shall be subject to the
requirements of this Part as follows:

= 3. Any development site on which there is an increase in building area footprint or impervious surface
LOu 18V111éra by twenty (20) percent or less shall not be required to provide the tree canopy required by this

‘.\ January 21, 2014




Landscaping Sub-committee Report

CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #3 - Tree Canopy Compliance Options

The following changes are proposed to Section 10.1.3:

1.
2.

Change the title from Alternatives of Compliance to Methods of Compliance.

Allow Planning Commission staff to approve an alternative planting site, rather the
Planning Commission, unless criteria cannot be met.

A new fee in lieu option has been added.

Note: The Louisville Metro Tree Advisory Commission (LMTAC) Policy Committee
recommends the fee amount be determined through a bid process occurring at a regular
interval of years as determined by Planning and Design. The Policy Committee’s intent
is to provide a clear connection between these funds and trees being planted and
maintained. The Policy Committee also recommends that the LMTAC develop a guidance
policy for determining recommended planting sites until a Tree Canopy Master Plan is
developed.

The group also discussed adding something about having the applicant be accountable
for the trees for a minimum of 3 years. This was mentioned for enforcement purposes
to ensure the survivability and replacing of trees should they die. This concept was
discussed, but no specific language has been proposed.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #4 - Tree Canopy Standards

A statement is added below to clarify which types of tree protection areas may count toward
the required tree canopy requirements.

Section 10.1.4 Tree Canopy Standards

A. The tree canopy on a development site shall meet the applicable standards according to
the site’s form district, proposed land use and the amount of tree preservation, as set
forth in Tables 10.1.1 and 10.1.2, below. (Percentages refer to the relation of tree
canopy to gross site area in square feet.)

B. Tree Canopy Credit Areas (TCCA) and Woodland Preserved Areas (WPA) can be used
to satisfy tree canopy requirements while Temporary Tree Protection Areas (TTPA)
may not be used to satisfy tree canopy requirements.

ITEM #5 - Tree Canopy Category Table

The following change is proposed to Table 10.1.1:
1. Move Town Center Form District from suburban to traditional column.

The following ideas were discussed, but did not reach a consensus in the sub-committee and
are not official recommendations, but the main committee certainly may discuss them:

1. Move Traditional Marketplace Corridor, Traditional Workplace, and Town Center to
Traditional Neighborhood column.

2. Change class A for commercial and industrial to B in Traditional Neighborhood column.
Change suburban industrial from class C back to a class B in column 3.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #6 - Minimum Tree Canopy Coverage Table

Some of the group wanted the class C breakdown in Table 10.1.2 to be removed but the
percentages increased while others wanted incentives (i.e., height or density) provided for
each class when you exceed % requirements through preservation of existing tree canopy.
Consensus was not reached on these ideas so there is no official recommendation regarding
any changes to Table 10.1.2, however, the main committee may discuss ideas for changes to
the table if they decide to.

ITEM #7 - Tree Canopy Reductions

Some of the group wants to eliminate this tree canopy reduction section altogether (10.1.4),
but consensus was not reached among the sub-committee members on this idea. The main
committee may debate this if they wish to.

ITEM #8 - Remove Unnecessary Statement? (Sec. 10.1.4.C)

Some of the group felt that the text stated the obvious and is unnecessary unless provisions
are included that incentivize preserving a greater percentage than required, but consensus
was not reached and there is no official recommendation from the sub-committee on this
issue. The main committee may discuss this idea if they choose to do so.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #9 - Add Cross-reference
Add reference to LDC section number related to this statement.
Section 10.1.4

= D. As required by Section 10.4.13 any tree preserved or planted to meet the minimum
requirements of this Part shall be maintained in healthy condition and shall be replaced
if it becomes diseased or dies.

ITEM #10 - Add Clarifying Language

A change below is proposed to clarify that the Planning Director is the person being
referenced in this section.

Note: Some in the sub-committee thought this section should be removed because it is
unnecessary because of language in section D (shown above in Item #9) and creates added
burden and expense, but consensus was not reached on this concern and there is no
recommended change pertaining to this.

Section 10.1.4

= E. The Planning Director may require that any trees and/or tree stands preserved to
meet the requirements of this Part be inspected and found to be healthy and free of
disease by a certified arborist or registered landscape architect if, upon inspection of
the site, he/she the Planning Director or his/her desighee sees evidence that indicates
that some or all of said trees may be unhealthy and may not be appropriate for

l%eservation.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #11 - Tree Canopy Coverage Ground Checking, New Dripline

Option
A new optional method to determine tree canopy coverage area has been added.
Section 10.1.5 Calculation

Any development site greater than two acres in size shall be permitted to determine the
area of existing tree canopy coverage to be preserved by ground checking, aerial
analysis, or any other method determined to be accurate by DPDS staff. If ground
checking is utilized, credit for existing trees intended to be retained may be
calculated in either of two ways: 1) Measurement of the trunk of then each individual
tree (i.e. a tree not grouped with other trees or a part of a tree stand) intended-te-be

C RCC—aHd cd O CC = CC HOP gt e H1eH Symouin B DC—1HEC cd tO

determine its caliper and the credit given for that tree shall be in accordance with Table
10.1.3, below=; or 2) The dripline may be plotted on the site plan and tree canopy
credit given for the square footage of the site within the dripline.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)
= |[TEM #12 - Tree Canopy Calculation, Change Percentage to Square
Footage

= Change the reference to percentage below to square footage.
= Section 10.1.5 Calculation

= For any development site two acres or less in size the area of tree canopy coverage for
any group of trees to be retained in order to meet the tree canopy requirements of this
Part shall be determined by ground checking. Credit for existing trees intended to be
retained may be calculated in either of two ways:
1. Measurement of the trunk to determine its caliper and the credit given for that tree
shall be in accordance with Table 10.1.3, below; or

2. The dripline may be plotted on the site plan and tree canopy credit given for the
percentage square footage of the site within the dripline.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

= |TEM #13 - Deciduous & Evergreen Tree Canopy Credit Tables

= The following changes are proposed to Table 10.1.3 & 10.1.4:
1.

A note referencing other reputable tree information sources has been added below
Table 10.1.3.

A note related to ground checking for mature trees has been added below Table 10.1.3.

The sub-committee recommends the elimination of the Evergreen Tree Canopy Credit
Table (10.1.4). The group feels the numbers used in this chart are significantly
exaggerated and it would be more appropriate to use a reputable tree information
source to determine this information. A note has been added below Table 10.1.3 that
reflects this change.

= |TEM #14 - Tree Preservation Plan Requirement Section

© N U A WN

= The following changes are proposed to Section 10.1.6 Tree Pres. Plan Requirements:
1.

Change Preservation to Protection in title.

Rename Tree Canopy Protection Areas (TCPA) as Tree Canopy Credit Areas (TCCA) throughout LDC.
Rename Tree Preservation Areas (TPA) as Temporary Tree Protection Areas (TTPA) throughout LDC.
Rename Woodland Protection Areas (WPA) as Woodland Preserved Areas (WPA) throughout LDC.
Change language in section A below to be consistent with Chapter 10 Part 4.

The tree inventory is no longer required.

Remove Section A.2.

Add new Section A.2.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #15 - Standards for Tree Canopy Protection Areas
The following changes are proposed to Section 10.1.6:
1. Change Tree Canopy Preservation Areas to Tree Canopy Credit Areas
2. Reference added clarifying that underbrush is permitted to be removed within a TCCA.

Two options for changes to Section 10.1.6.B.9 (see report) were discussed by the sub-
committee and both options are presented in the staff report on page 10 for the main
committee to consider.

ITEM #16 - Tree Canopy Credit Area Exceptions
The following changes are proposed to the Section 10.1.6:
1. Change Tree Canopy Preservation Areas to Tree Canopy Credit Areas
2. A change is proposed to paragraph C.4 regarding cutting and filling around trees.

Regarding paragraph C.3, some sub-committee members wanted the entire paragraph
removed, while others want it to remain, but change the reference to grade changes from
six inches to two inches. No consensus was reached.
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CHAPTER 10 PART 1 TREE CANOPY REGULATIONS (ITEMS #1-18)

ITEM #17 - Percent Change in TCPA (TCCA)

Two proposed changes to Section 10.1.6.D emerged from the sub-committee. Both options
are listed in the staff report and may be considered by the main committee. The main
difference in the two options is the first option requires a change of less than 20% to be
approved by PDS staff, while the second option automatically allows a change of less than 20%
without any special approval required. Both options require Planning Commission approval
for a greater than 20% change.

ITEM #18 - Tree Canopy Waivers

The sub-committee members have differing opinions about allowing waiver requests of tree
canopy requirements. Some members want this entire section (10.1.8) removed, while other
members want it to remain with modifications. No consensus was reached on any single
change to this section, but the main committee may certainly consider making changes to it if
desired.
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